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July, 1994 issue it was speculated that some early "informa- 
tion" about Oswald's FPCC connection, attributed to a memo 
from one Bernard Weisman, may in fact have come from staff 
of the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee. (S.I.S.S.) Some 
additional indirect evidence for this possibility is contained in 
documents recently received from Paul Hoch. The same FBI 
officials Wannall and Sullivan, who were sender and recipi- 
ent, respectively, of the Nov. 26 memo concerning "Weisman" 
(correction: the retyping of this memo referred to an 1 1/22/63 
memo from Weisman, this should have been 11/23/63), 
played similar roles for a memo on Nov. 29, FBI #105-82555- 
209, in which Edward A. Butler, an official of the Information 
Council of the Americas (INCA) is reported by Wannall as 
having testified before S.I.S.S. in executive session on 1 1/24/ 
63. Although an S.I.S.S. meeting with Butler on the Sunday 
following the assassination is suspicious enough, the plot 
further thickens with an item from Hoch which is a partial 
transcript of the INCA record, "Lee Harvey Oswald Speaks." 
On that record, Senator Thomas J. Dodd, says: 

*t asked Ed Butler to come to Washington to testify 
before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee a few 
hours after President Kennedy's assassination , at a time 
when Oswald was still alive. Ed Butler brought this 
recording with him. What we heard convinced us that 
Oswald's commitment to Communism , and the 
pathological hatred of his own country festered by this 
commitment , had played an important part in making 
him into an assassin . This important and historical 
record completely demolishes the widespread notion 
that Oswald was a simple crackpot who acted without 
any understandable motivation . " 

(Actually it does not seem that Butler needed to "come to 
Washington" to regale S.I.S.S. with his "truth tapes" about 
Oswald. Later in the same broadcast. Congressman Hale 
Boggs, the soon-to-be Warren Commissioner, describes how 
he sat with Butler in his D.C. office "just a few hours after" the 
assassination and listened to the same tapes, which he called 
"a most significant historical document" that was a factor in his 
deciding to serve on the commission). That the S.I.S.S. was 
soliciting such material "a few hours" after the assassination is 
indicative of a very' early red-baiting operation by the commit- 
tee. 



CASE OPEN: A REVIEW 

by 

David M. Keck 

It was back in 1 975, with Post Mortem , that we last saw a 
copyrighted book by Harold Weisberg. Before that, he wrote 
Five other exhaustively detailed and documented works that 
he had to have self published. Though he has not published 
a book in the nearly twenty years since, Weisberg has hardly ' 
been inactive. He has graciously allowed numerous writers 
and researchers into his rural Maryland home to browse 
through his dozens of file drawers of government documents, 
including the likes of Robert Croden, Harry Livingstone, and 
many others. One of those others was Gerald Posner, author 
of the highly publicized Case Closed, published by Random 
House (1 993). It was primarily Posner's production that drew 
Weisberg out into published writing again. 

Case Open is a 1 78-page oversized trade paperback pub- 
lished by Carroll & Graf and Richard Gallen. It has two 
prefaces, an author's note and a conclusion, but no index and 
only one footnote at the bottom of the page (and none at the 
end). In a typed note in the front of my copy, Weisberg 
explains "This is about 20 to 25% of Case Open as I wrote it. 
Most was eliminated in the belief that this selection from it is 
more than powerful enough to make the case against Gerald 
Posner et al. and because a smaller book. ..can reach more 
people." 

It is somewhat ironic that one of Weisberg's publishers is 
Carroll & Graf, the same publisher of Livingstone's Killing the 
Truth (1 993). Weisberg has been quite critical of Livingstone's 
work and conclusions, and Livingstone was quite critical of 
Weisberg in that book. The lack of index in Case Open is 
consistent with the meager index (four pages) in the otherwise 
lengthy (7 52 pages) Killing the Truth . 

As the title suggests. Case Open deals primarily with a 
response to the published work on the Kennedy assassination 
by Posner in Case Closed. But Case Open is much more than 
that. Through the prefaces, the text, and the conclusion, this 
book reveals much about the author (Weisberg) himself and 
how he got involved in assassination research. He shares his 
background as a U.S. Senate investigator and editor, World 
War II veteran, OSS employee, farmer, and author (p. viii-x). 
Weisberg was also one of the first to successfully utilize the 
Freedom of Information Act and was instrumental in convinc- 
ing Congress to amend it in 1974 (p. xii). 
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Weisberg clearly states the intent of his book in the Author's 
Note. In it, he accuses Posner of attempting to "diminish my 
work and question mv character" (p. xv). He calls Posner's 
work "inaccurate, distorted... and grossly in error." Further, 
these inaccuracies to Weisberg were deliberate on Posner's 
part, an opinion he asserts when he says Posner "knowingly 
misrepresents what he knows to be the truth." Pretty strong 
stuff about the man who so impressed U.S. News & World 
Report that it devoted a cover and a major portions of an issue 
to his work, and the Book- of-the-Month Club that it made his 
book a major selection. 

Weisberg digs right in with his First chapter. He cites all the 
pre-publication hype that the book received, then asks how 
Posner could have done in excess of 200 interviews, criss- 
cross the country to see people and places, review ten million 
words of the Warren Commission, digest all of Weisberg' s and 
other records, and write about it in "not much more than a 
single year (p. 2)" 

One of the major criticisms early in Case Open of Posner by 
Weisberg, and that continues through the book, is that Posner 
leads the reader to believe that the work by Failure Analysis, 
an engineering firm in Silicon Valley, California, that did 
investigative work for the American Bar Association on the 
assassination, did the work for Posner. Weisberg says "...Posner 
does not say that this elaborate and costly work was done for 
him. However, his writing is carefully designed to give the 
impression that it was done for him (p. 7)" (my emphasis) 
Weisberg points out that Posner never said who it was done 
for. By leaving out work done in the defense of Oswald by 
Failure Analysis, Posner leaves the impression that Failure 
Analysis concluded what the Warren Commission did: that 
Oswald was the lone assassin. In a telephone conversation 
with me on October 11,1 993, Dr. Roger McCarthy, President 
of Failure Analysis, said "We gave it our best and couldn't 
close the case." He added, "We would have loved to have 
solved it." McCarthy also acknowledged in that conversation 
with me that he felt Posner had "consciously attempted to 
create that image (that the work was done for him)." (parenthe- 
ses added) 

* Weisberg goes on to criticize Posner for his conclusions 
drawn from "enhanced" Zapruder film copy, and accepting 
essentially the same conclusions about the case as Jim Moore 
( Conspiracy of One) , even though Posner had Weisberg's 
responses in writing to Moore's work (p. 17). Posner wrote 
extensively about Yuri Nosenko, the much-discussed defec- 
tor who reportedly has claimed that Oswald was not a Soviet 
agent. Weisberg is clear about how he thinks Posner got to 



interview the CIA-protected Nosenko when he writes "Nosenko 
agreed to the interview because the CIA told him to grant it and 
the CIA would do that only if it was absolutely certain of Posner 
and what his book would say (p. 1 9)." Even with interviewing 
Nosenko, Posner quoted him as saying things opposite from 
what Nosenko was already on record as saying at earlier times. 
Weisberg concludes on this topic by saying "...At the very 
least, the CIA made Posner's book possible (p. 23)." 

Weisberg also attacks Posner's footnoting throughout the 
book. An example is his lengthy section on Posner's writing 
about Rosemary Willis, the daughter of Phil Willis, who took 
several still photographs of the assassination. Rosemary was 
the girl who is seen turning around on the Zapruder film, 
which Posner claimed proved his timing sequence theory. 
Weisberg points out that in Posner's footnote about the event, 
he has no source note; just a comment (p. 28). 

There is a rather lengthy explanation by Weisberg of how 
Posner, in Weisberg's view, took information from an adoles- 
cent, David Lui, who wrote as part of a school project an article 
about Rosemary Willis, attributed only part of what he took 
from Lui, leaving the reader once again to believe that Posner 
came Jjo with "original" research (p. 28). 

Weisberg attacks Posner for Posner's characterization of 
researcher Sylvia Meagher, now deceased, as a "committed 
leftist" (p. 32). Meagher is one of the few researchers who 
Weisberg agrees with and and whose work he respects. 
Weisberg criticizes Posner's description of Meagher's work as 
"biased" as hypocritical (p. 33). By entering into this area, 
Weisberg highlights what many researchers and others have 
observed over the years: that what you believe about the John 
Kennedy assassination is often strongly influenced by your 
political persuasion. 

True to his past writing and comments about assassinology. 
Weisberg is critical in Case Open of those with whom he 
agrees on other issues. In Chapter Five, he dissects the ABA 
"trial" and the role of Failure Analysis in researching for both 
sides in the presentation. This book is worth the $1 1 .95 price 
if for no other reason than giving the background about that 
trial and the results, which Posner conveniently never men- 
tions (a 7-5 "hung jury"). Weisberg poi nts out what McCarthy 
confirmed to me, and that Cyril Wecht had originally told me, 
that Posner did not get permission from Failure Analysis to use 
their information, he asked Dr. Robert Piziali, Vice-President 
of a subsidiary of Failure Analysis (p. 71 ). 

Weisberg continues through the book to pick apart each of 
Posner's major contentions about the "evidence" in the case 
and how it points to Oswald as lone assassin. For example, 
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Weisberg criticizes Posner for ignoring what Weisberg wrote 
in Whitewash concerning "proof* that Oswald carried the rifle 
into the book depository (Weisberg claims no such thing is 
proven) (p. 101). Weisberg continues in that chapter (VII) by 
discounting Posner's proof and conclusions regarding the rifle 
itself, its alleged "packaging* and where it was found. 

There is a liberal sprinkling of quotes from the Warren 
Commission, and, as is Weisberg's custom, from his previous 
books on the issues that Posner raises. Throughout Weisberg 
contends that if Posner had read what he says he read, of 
Weisberg's books and the Warren Commission, that he could 
not conclude what he has concluded. In that way, Case Open 
is a continuation of his other works and should be read with 
them. 

I 

Case Open is consistent with themes in Weisberg's work 
over the past thirty years. The first is that, despite great 
temptation that there must be for someone of Weisberg's 
stature on this subject (a temptation most others have not 
resisted, to their financial pleasure), Weisberg has consistently 
refused to speculate on who actually was behind the murder 
of the President. Secondly, as follows from the first theme, 
Weisberg is meticulous in his documentation and insists on it 
from others in the field, including especially Posner. Third, 
Weisberg has consistently stated to me that he doubts that the 
case will be solved because "the trail is cold," but that the 
evidence closest to the event is the best. Thus, Weisberg has 
consistently used the Warren Commission testimony to dis- 
prove its own conclusions about the murder. 

This book is a valuable addition to the body of writing on this 
subject. Weisberg did not write it for profit, as he did not have 
a written contract with Carroll & Graf for its publication, and 
had no formal agreement on what he should be paid. It is 
valuable because it confirms that Weisberg's work of nearly 
thirty years ago is still solid. It is valuable because he has taken 
the time to actually read and analyze Posner's references and 
finds them clearly deceiving and inaccurate, something that 
was not apparently done by Random House or U.S. News . 

And that is not all. Being prepared for publication now by 
Carroll & Graf is Weisberg's Never A gain, tentatively due out 
in September of this year. It will primarily deal with JAMA's 
involvement in this case and will, I believe hint, by asking a 
question, at Weisberg's thinking about who may be behind the 
assassination. In addition, Carroll & Graf has published a 
welcome volume for beginners on the subject entitled Selec- 
tions From Whitewash (19941. co-published with Richard 
Gallen. It is a condensation of his previous works on the 
Kennedy assassination, and a handy reference. Martin Luther 



Kin g : The Assassination, a republication of the title Frame-Up 
(Outerbridge & Dienstfrey, 1971), is also now available by 
Carroll & Graf, although the original Frame-Up. in hardbound, 
is-available by writing to Weisberg, and is better quality. 

For the 81 -year-old Weisberg, the publication of these 
works must be rewarding. Not because any financial gain he 
may receive, which is unknown and undependable, but 
because, as he stated to me in his home in March of this year, 
"Writing is what I like to do." He has, for the record, 
responded to the recent literature on the assassination, and set 
the record straight. Weisberg has kept the debate on this 
subject on a straight course with integrity, a useful commodity 
to all of us. 



CASE OPEN:A CRITICAL REVIEW 

by 

Tom DeVries 

Case Open: The Omissions. Distortions and Falsifications of 
Case Open by Harold Weisberg (New York: Carroll & Graf, 
1994), 178 pages. In Case Open, the widely respected and 
unofficial dean of JFK assassination researchers, Harold 
Weisberg, provides a strident near knock-out punch rebuttal 
to Gerald. Posner and his book Case Closed . Fortunately, the 
1 78 page Case Open is only part of a longer manuscript which 
will be available to researchers in the near future at an archives 
of Hood College, in Frederick, Maryland. Unfortunately, 
because of major readability problems, Case Open will be 
more interesting to researchers than to the general public and 
the media. [1] 

For those able to overlook poor writing and the apparent 
bureaucratic and financial problems of poor editing and 
publishing which I'll address later in this review. Case Open 
does have a lot of meat on its small skeleton. First let's look at 
the main topics and themes of Case Open . 

Weisberg states that Posner's book is made possible only by 
the claim that Rosemary Willis is reacting to gunfire at around 
Z-1 62. Weisberg implies but does not argue that there was not 
a shot fired around that time. Rather, he simply attacks 
Posner's use of sources, particularly his citation of David Lui 
writing in a 1979 edition of The Dallas Times Herald which 
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